Moral Virt 18 


5 wes "I 


Re-confider'd en, 1 


aer THE 


— 


1 undan the Regal 
$3 and R, n 


ee 


„ „„ 


n eo oo oiitun dns; 


#% 


* 


= > > 
* Is = 
& Pg - 
* 
; * 
* S # >a = * 
- 
* x : „ * - 
* # 
* IE * „ 
5 
o 
. 


Fo )U N DATH 1 0 X 
Moral Virtue. 


he of oo $1. 


. Re-oonſidered and defended. 


AM called upon PETTY 
defends Berman nnd Probe whl 
I publiſhed, relating to the Foun- 
2 2 dation of Moral Virtue. In enter- 

ing on this Subject it will be-neceſ; 
> fary to repreſent to the Reader, in 


E what is the Steck of che preſent 


_— open to View, the State of 

rroverſy w has been occaſioned by ic. 
TIF a | 

| There are thre dftin®: Opinions maintained up- 

bh this Head: 


Sine Give the Nature of moral Good and Red 
from the mere Will, and euren Plague, of the 
firſt Cauſe, 5 A 1 


Others from his Nature and moral PerfeSHioni 
CS his Will, as neceflarily determin'd by 


Others aſſert, That moral Good and Evil are 
_ originally and — different in themſelves, na- 
turally and neceſſarily what they are, * 2 
dent of all Will, or poſitive Appointment w 
ever, - 1 f k + | s £ 4% | 


** " och, y, . „ £ * » 


As to the firſt, it is the Opinion of ſome Wri- 
ters, that the Difference between moral Good and 
Evil ariſeth ſolely from the arbitrary Will and 
Pleaſure of God, even ſo, as that God might have 
made the whole Syſtem of what are now called 
Vices or Crimes, and which ire as ſuch forbidden 
us, the Matter of his Commands and of our Obe- 
dience, and have order'd us to ſhun the Practice 
of every Thing which is now made Duty and Vir- 
tue, as the worſt Infection; and that he — — 
have con the Happineſs and Miſery of all 
moral Agents, and. the Marks and Tokens of his 
Favour and Diſpleafure, to the Reverſe of what 
they are at preſent annexed to. And if the Nature 
of Virtue and Vice were thus convertible into one 
another, arid the Rewards and Puniſhments ſub- 
joined to them might have Sides, it evi- 
dently follows, that the Conſciences of moral 
Agents muſt have been framed in a different Man- 
ner, ſuitable to this extraordinary Difference in 
che Law, which is made the ſole Guide and Rule 
of them. As all Obligation is by this Sort of 
Writers built upon Happineſs and Miſery only, the 
Perfection and Excellence of all created, moral 
Agents, muſt have been proportionable to their 

erent Attainments, in what is pow made 
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weg and they would have been laid un- 


poſſible Obligation to the Practice of it. 
re is PIP. this Writer himſelf, who does 
go 17 this abſurd Opinion) | that what they c 
L Wee in the tri and proper * 


e; that the rk 


It unt againſt this eee 8 
emarks, was princi- 


which has — the 
y intended; and the Author's Deſign 15 to 
how: the Falſhood and Abſurdity of it, it was ne- 
„and therefore juſt in him to ſpeak of the 
2 7 " Ged as ſtanding for ol Pleaſure, 5 
7 it would have poſſible for him to 
— retuted it. What aha 2 Writer in- 
rends, by making a Remark (Rem. 3.) againſt 
ing of the Will of God as lgnifying Wy Plea- 
e, and calling it a Remark u 
which was intended to ſhow « = olly [2nd Abt Abſur- 
— — it, and does it almoſt in —. 4 Page, is not 
to be imagined. This, compared with 
— he ſays under the * ſixth Remark, may lead 
careleſs Readers to imagine, as if the Ser- 
mon had eſpouſed this Senſe of the Divine Will, 
whereas in every Place where it is uſed in the Ser- 
mon for ſole Pleaſure, it is always a Repreſentation 
of the Opinion which the Author of it is refu- 
ting, who always ſpeaks and thinks of it as one of 
2 Abſurdities to 1 * a Will 
in 


| 18 the Sermon is charged with repreſent- 
ing all thoſe who make 47 of God ibe Fun- 
dation of Moral Virtue, as baving the ſame Nar- 
rowneſs and Abjurdity of Thought with thoſe who 


: Page 10. > Page 40, 0 Page 42. 


mean 


5 tha ee 


inean nothing more by the Divine Will then fole Hud 
fare. But boch in the Paſſage/q by his 
Writer to this, and through a Ser- 
mon, the Author of it * making che 
Divine Nil the Foundaci of —— only 
in that ſingle Senſe of it, as it ſtands for ſole Pla. 
fare ; and has ſuch Perſons alone in view; who 
mean that, and nothing but that, by the Divine Will, 
phacing rhe Foundation of moral Virtue in no- 

t ſole and athitrary Pleaſure ; any oth 

Sea of the Divine Will is never 

under that Title through the whole 1, for 
the Perſons who make the Will of God, as go- 

vern'd by the moral Perfections of his Natu 
to be the Foundation of Virtue, do not in fees 
make the Divine Will the Foundation of it, But 
the Divine Nature, and as ſuch their is 
mentioned in the Sermon, Page 24. but as a di- 
ſtin& Branch of the Con Fre which was not 
intended to be at large ifcuſſed, and is thereford 
only briefly rouch'd upon, and in that Place only; 
This Writer, who appears to be of this GH 

That the Divine Will, as influenced by the mo 
Perſections of the Divine Nature, is the Founda- 
tion of Virtue, frequently reſolves the Foundatioti 
of it into the Divine Wil; but ſuch Divine Will 
is never once argued axainſt through the whole 
Sermon under that Title, but only as ſignifying 


fole Pleaſure: Whether therefore this 995 a true; 
Sermon 


or a falſe Charge, and the Senſe of the 
be repreſented or miſrepreſented in it, I leave with 


the intelligent Reader to jadge. 


The next Charge laid againſt the Sermon | 
that I there al a certain Definition of Sin 


Page 43. 


Re-confidered and defended. 7 
manifeſt ſlight, which will nevertheleſs continue 4 
, good one, and perbaps the beſt that can be given. 
Bor what js this manifeſt Slight N Definition com- 
plain'd of? Why, no more than not acquieſcing 
in it as a perfect and complete one z there was 
thing id thar can poſſibly be rackedfro fg 
can ra to ligni 
SSCL. 
| * bone it, 1 Wiener 
. : of it than this, and I am 
rluaded nothing more can, I cannot help but 
x upon this as Gghting with an unfair Wea- 
pans ing a mean and inglorious Advantage of 
bi ry, and caſting a popular Odium upon 
what he oppales : whereas, | am not afraid to de- 
Clare, that I look upon it as a Deference due in- 
deed to the Word of God, but de only 40 that, 
not to dare to differ from ic. This Writer adds, 
that xeverthbeleſi it will continue 2 
haps the beſt 288 Thü L acknow- 

e to be a very true Obſervation, this 
Writer will excuſe me, if I a little doubt t 
Ne d cg qured or ghd, will nonrthigh com: 
that is only or /@ = con- 
tinue a Ce Tod one, and, perhaps, the belt 
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1 Th Ruauin of Moral Virtus 


Bog to Mankind, than the embracing ſuch 
kind of Doctrine as this, it cannot be amiſs ta 
argue the Unreaſonableneſs of it, and the Falſe- 
hood of thoſe Principles from which it _neceflarily * 
flows. And there are not wanting more con ſider- 
able Writers, than thoſe who make this Objection, 
who have thought it fit to take Notice of, LY at- 
tempt to refute it. Curcellæus, who was a very 
learned and elegant Writer, in his Treat iſe De 


jure Dei in Creaturas innocentes, * endeavours to 


1 theſe pernicious Principles, as they were 

then publiſhed by Jobannes Szydlovius, who, 
be. tells us, * learn'd them in the School of Mac- 
covius ; and ſpeaking, of Amyraldus,' ſays, that it 
would be 4 hy of him tg employ his Pen 
in ſuch a Cauſe as this, than thoſe in which he 
was then not irreputably engaged. The learned 
Dr. Cudworth has collected a Number of Expreſ- 
ſions of this kind, both out of the ancient and mo- 
gern Writers, who have aſſerted this Opinioh, 
and tells us that from hence*, his Treatiſe con- 
cerning eternal and immutable Morality, which 
has lately been publiſhed, took its riſe. I cannot 
therefore ealily e my ſelf, upon this Wri⸗ 
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ille ſeatet, non 2 
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maneant, Sperare libet aldum deinceps 
py * 

1 gloriz divina 
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+ Reoconfidered and defended. 9 
her's Authoricy , that ſuch Principles as. theſe, 
which ſtrike ar the very Root of Moral Virtue, 
ought thus to be neglected and diſregarded, but 
ink it rather becoming ſuch, who have a due 
Regard to it, to diſcover the Falſhood and Bla- 
phemy of ſuch Tenets, which could they be 
proved true, would deſtroy the very Being, of 
poſſibility of Virtue, in the Univerſe. 


There are others who ſtate their Opinion, con- 

cerning the Ground or Foundation of Moral Vir- 

tue, in a different manner, not making the ill 

God, as ſignifying arbitrary and ſole Pleaſure, 
guided 


but as it is determined by his Nature, or 
moral Altributes, to be the Foundation thereof. 
And as this is in reality to reſolve it ultimately 
into the Nature of God, fo theſe Writers ſpeak 
of them indifferently ; ſometimes making the 
Nature of God to be the Ground and Foundation 
of it, and ſometimes his Will, meaning by Will 
ſuch as is ever neceſſarily determined by his Na- 
ture, Upon my thus — this Opinion the 
Remarker ſays, * Mr. M. bimfelf is conſcious, 
that 3 
10 ling famething concerning the Nature 

God. It he means by this, that the Suppoſal of 
ſuch a Will in God is an Abſurdity too mean to 
ſs off, it is no more than what Mr. . is con- 
ious of, and endeavoured in his whole Sermon 
do prove but if he means, that if Mr. M— had 
ed nothing concerning the Nature of God, he 
was conſcious he ſhould not do Juſtice to the 
Principles he was refuting, it is abſolutely falſe ; 
for - thoſe who aſſert what he argues againſt 
through the whole Sermon, add nothing con- 


® Page 50, 


cerning 


to The Foundation of Meral Virtue 

cerning the Divine Nature, in ſpeaking of the 
Foundation of Moral Virtue, but derive all 
from mere arbitrary Will and ſole Pleaſure, ir- 
reſpectively to the Nature of God at all. If 
he means any Thing elſe by it, it is incumbent 
on him to ſhow the Pertinency of this Remark. 
For, what Occaſion could Mr. A. be conſcious 
that there was, to add any Thing concerning the 
Divine Nature, in repreſenting, or in refuting the 
Opinion of thoſe, who in ſtating the Foundation 
of Moral Virtue have no regard to the Divine 
Nature, but found and fix it in arbitrary Will, 
and mere Pleaſure alone? Since therefore it was 
only intended to refute their Opinion, who lay 
the Foundation of moral Virtue in mere Will, 
without adding any Thing the Na- 
ture of God, it might very well baye paſſed off as 
a Refutation of ſuch Principles, wich was all it 
was intended for, provided that there were any 
Writers who held ſuch Principles, - and that this 
was, what it pretended to be, a Refutation of 
them; either of which, when this Writer de- 
nies, I am ready to undertake the Proof of. 


In the Sermon I had thus expreſſed my ſelf, 
in regard to this State of the Queſtion, * Some 
indeed conteive of the Divine Nature as 2 to 
the Divine Will, and ſpeak of that as a Rule for 
the Divine Being to go by in iſſuing forth bis Pre- 
repis and Laws. And upon this Remarker 
cries out, > But who are they that make the Di- 
vine Nature prior to the Divine Will? Who are 
#bey that make this prior Nature without the Will, 
ur the Will without the Nature (i. e. the Auri- 


9 p 24: 
» Rem, Page 50. 
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ble Writer, no walchfſu 

did either of theſe. ry he —— his Readers, 

that I either here * repreſent my Oppoſers wrong, or 

1 0 
riters. 


; But notwithſtanding this ſurprizingly modeſt 


Aſſertion, it ſtill appears to me, that many /en- 
fible, watchful, diligent Writers, have not only 
alerted this Thing, but made uſe alſo of the v 
Words in which 1 have expreſſed it 3 and ther. 
have not either miſrepreſented them, or choſen vut 
_ meaneſt and moſt confuſed of vin but fair- 
given the very — , gh Words of ſome con: 
. Writers, unexceptionable Character 


and Capacity. 


Whoever looks into PVorftins's Book De Deo, 
will there meet with this Principle thus ſtated 
by him, in innumerable Places. I would here 
_ — Reader with the ſollowing Citati- 
Matura enim Dei veluti regula & mas 

71 liberæ ipfius voluntatis, nan contra, 8 n 
re. Siquidem ordine nature prius eff bonum 77 
quam bonum velle & facere, ſicut bona arboy or 
of bw fru, & quelibet cauſa, ſyo (effeu. This 
more at large in this and the fol- 

lowing Sections; and in his Notes on this Diſpu- 
tation he thus his Senſe of this Matter. 
© Itaqz primam ac præcipuam immo unicam regulam 
juſte voluntatis in Deo, eſſe juſtiſſimam Dei naturam, 
ad quam voluntas illa e er feu. . 


b Fer DoD. 66 
orſt. De Deo, Diſput. VI. | 
* Yor, Not i Dip. Page 371 ; 


. * 


formaze 
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aliter regula ; 
matic au pro 

guendi aut bene dicendi baberi folet. Curcelleus ſpeaks 
to the ſame Purpoſe, O Abfardan, autem non of 
voluntate Dei, quatenus non pro facultate, ſed pro li- 
bero volendi actu accipitur, naturam Dei priorem fa- 
luere, que neceſſaria eft, & cui voluntat, ut juſta fil 
+ tonformis efſe deb#t. Limboreb alſo ſtates bis Opt: 
nion of this Matter thus. Dices, — 
ima aftionitm noſtrarum regila, ' alias quid dare- 
bonum anttcedenttr ad voluniatem Dei. 
nibil efſe abſurdi, fi dicamus naturam divinam pri- 
dem +fſe voluntate tivina, imo naturam prius concipi 
weteſſe et, ante liberum volendi album qui a natura 
procedit, dicimm ergo ipſam nature divine ſanclila- 
tem voluntatis eſſe regulam, ac proinde nibil Deum velle 
poſſe quod ſanttiſſime ipſius nature repugnat, 
kum fit plant immulabilis, etiam boneſti 
contrarii tris naluras ſe "vers a & 4 


"Ie es Mark of Patchflags: 
| bf an Opinion that does not 
that no fehle, — | 
bath ever owned or a 
nor will it, 1 feat, be 
Baabe dement or Moleſfly for any Man 
im to ſay, that Vana, Curcellans, and Lin- 
doreb, were inconfiderable 1 or mean, unſkilful, or 


It may not, . be amiſs, ro obſerve to 
1 Reader, chat all theſe learned Writers ild 


4 Vorſt. Not. in 7 
b Inſtiſt, lib; III. dg g, | 
© Theol. Chriſt, lib, nr cap. 12, La. 21, 
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e and Diſgrace which I endure, from publiſh 


„our Sufferings, than that eternal Glory ſhall 
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n l 


de able to confine rſon, yet they have it 


_ «© not in their Power to — er or ſtifle the 


* glorious Doctrine which am atone to 
* '« preach.” 


Ver. od. 44 I I am not terrified either by my 
Bonds and Confinement, or all that Ignominy 


« and ſpreading it, both by my Diſcourſes a 
« Epiltles,* which as it has been all my Care, ſo 
4c it is all my Crime ; and as it is on this, and no 
% other Account, that I am at preſent under ſuch 


„ Confinement and Diſgrace, ſo I cheerfully ſub- 


« mit to it, hoping, that however Grievous it is 


to my ſelf, it may be of Service to thoſe who 


* are elected, either in this or in after Ages, by 
« the Favour of God, to the Enjoyment of the 
<< Goſpel, - confirming them in the Belief of 
«cit, and helping them to obtain that — 
« of Chriſt which eto th in their R 

© Sin to Virtue, and will . them 

Se ay pony ory. 


Ver. 2. 40 Nothing is more fore, and as ſuch 
nothing is more conſtantly to be thought on 
«« or more certainly to be relied on, 33 all 


fſucceed and reward them; for after we have 
«born ſuch a Reſemblance to the Death of Chriſt, 
was conliſts in a Deliverance and Releaſe from 
Sin, we ſhall bear a Conformity to him in 
the Glory of his Keſurrection and . Life in 


Heaven. 


Ver. 12. And if, when the declaring his Do- 
6 Jun, or diſcharging our Duty, brings us un- 


60 * avoidably 


 Rz-confidered and defended. 15 
tc ayoidably into Diſgrace or Suffering, as it did 
_ « him w ſhall patiently ſubmit, and conſtant- 
« Jy endure it, we before us, we yl 
join in the Jo general Judgment, 
NN r But if. 
«« when-we find, that either the 1 or 
0 profeſſing, or practice of his rine, will 
„ expoſe us to Diſgrace or Affliction in the 
40 World, we, on that Account, abandon and 
% deny him before Men, be will as ſurely diſ- 
« own us in the Day of Trial, and refuſe us Ad- 
© miſſion into his heavenly Kingdom. 


Ver. 13. And this our Unbelief, though 
<« it will be ſo fatal to our ſelves, will no ways 
<« reflect any Diſhonour upon Chriſt, in cau- 
« ſing him to violate the Promiſes he has 
« made, or be any Detriment to ſuch of his 
8 Servants as are 1 and —_— 1 diſ- 
© appointing them eir Ho Joy + 
« ment; fr Chriſt, who is the , tow of thoſe 
« glorious Promiſes, will punctually obſerve 
« them, and will not falſify, or go from his 
44 Word,” þ ' 


I have been thus large in giving the Senſe of 
- theſe Words, becauſe is the only Proof brought 
from Scripture, by all theſe Writers, for the Sup- 
port of their Hypochefis. 


There are others who are of Opinion, that Mo- 
ral Good and Evil are originally and eternally dif- 
ferent, and in Nature neceſſarily what they are, 
not poſſibly changeable or convertible into one 
another, bur fixed and unvariable as abſolute Ne- 
ceflity can make them. Theſe aſſert, that Mo- 
ral Good intrinſically ' an Excellence and 
2 Amiable- 


- * 
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Amiableneſs which makes it preferrable to 
Evil, is the natural Motive of Action to = intel- 
ligent Agents, andthe Ground or Reaſon 4 85 
moral Perſections of the firſt Cauſe, who — 2 
this Reaſon be-neceflarily and tran 

fect in every moral Vircue, becauſe he-can 2 
be i orenr-of it, nr be- dd dy f Foperiol 
Power from purſuing itz nor can have any poſſible 
Reaſon or Motive n which can induce him know- 
ingly and wilfully to act contrary to it. Here 
the abſtract Nature of moral Virtue is evidently 
conſider d, without any View to God at all as the 
Cauſe of it, but as being natural! neceſſarily, 
and bly what it is, the Objedt of 


Knowledge, the Rule of his his A8ion the Reſon of 
His Choice; but not an ing from eithet 


il Nature er n Wil, avth axthe Cauſe of i ; 


2 WF or Woe Roe * * 


8E C T. IL 


HE moral Attributes of God ate net lein 
evident Truths, but are capable of, and re- 
ire Demonſtration and Proof, and are impaſſi- 
ee Meum 4 » this moral Difference of 
hings as a Medium ; whereas this neceſſary and 
Z unalterable Difference of moral Good and Evil; 
is a Truth which forces it ſelf unavoidably u 
on the Minds of all fuch as ate capable of the 
Ideas of chem, and hp er rg mer 


— our Enquiries en 


. Bags 
TEES conring the oh 


Divine EG 
ſence. 


7 ably, that he may ov well n G 


” 


- Ground or Reckai of 


mn, and not abſolute n which, N 7 of 
the. Ground of moral Perfeigh in God 
, 4s abfolucely inconſiſtent with It the 
e 


2 bee, ond defended.” 


= 
tion 
but 5 exiſts abſolutely, 9 — any 


Grand or Reaſon. of Exiſtence. at all, it will un- 
_ avoidably follow, that he may as well ceaſe to 


2 Le b if 1 no . wy Tas, 


br Reaſon why. he is juſt, and good, and true, 
he is juſt, and [oo and true, without an 
ſo, it will as una 


wha] gow 
| Reaſon of his cealing to be { 3. and in both Ca- 


es, Whatever is the true Reaſon, , why the firlt 
Cauſe can N poſſibly ceaſe © exiſt = 


follow, that he may as well ceaſe to 


to be juſt, and 
de Roaken why 8 * 
2 eta exiſt ; 1 hy be 95 


wee 1 _ — — ̃ — — ad * 


— and cannot * 


But the ſame abſolute Neceſſ which is the &- Fr 
| the Ground £.-, * 4 
ibutes, but the objective Excel- 525 
5 Reaſonableneſs „ 
ſtractly conſider d, and the infinite Underſt * 
which the firſt Fae s and 1 of all Things 
it, This is the Ground or Reaſon WI Got 
ways wills ſuch Actions as are reaſonable and 


en 


ons of 82 were neceſſary in the _ 
92 his 3 8 or his natural Perfeftions 

ure, here would be the ſame 1715 to give 

to him for bis Exi re a: 


for 25 
uſtice, 


18 * Moral Virtue 


Juſtice, or .Goodaeſs, or Truth; and .yet no dhe 
makes, the former" of theſe'the'Macter of Tharik(- 
„Sivigg io God, 'whilft All wich the'urmoſt 'Readi- 
4 neſs.and;Redſon make the othert ſo; and the Ren- 
Jon of chis can be no other, tllan becauſe the for- 

mer are abſolutely neceſſary, Withont any Inter- 
{poſyee or Efficiency of che WIl, while Ko wthers 
are the voluntaty and the free Effefts of his Will, 
. thoſen ſot their natural Excelleney and "I 
\in gppotiian to their” Oontraries. 


It is, 1 Row, y ald, that toe WI of 

bes [= aprons To me Patton's 

8 fwe rl lodk into the Nature of theſe o 
feFidhs, aid enquire what is meant by 

A. ve A ed find,” that, this is not ſo ſatiſ- 

49 ery. gs: it may at *fifft appear to be; for the 


Ek ſkice, and Goodneſs, and Truth of God, right- 
72 „ fy confider'd, are the Aktions of the W. 
7 _ W 2 as ſuch take their Riſe in the Divine W 
res VER qnbich j#.che immediate Priaciple or Cauſe of 
| 2 a the 3 of an I 
neſt 1 Inc 
fencially * to Wa Idea n a moll Pes Per- 
Nection in God. H. Senne ark! Seat of the mo- 
42] Petteftions of God are in Ris Underſt 
2 Pan or that Intelligence and ative Power 
Pinc n the Eſſence of Liberty lies, 


red 


9 ciry for Virtue or moral 
TH that theſe Trey 
are. to” oe * into theſe as "their 


8 Appeats clear and plain'from | 
i, 5 55 t Were not the firſt Cauſe an intelli- 
„ all choſe Ferſections wodlti 


eee * ab 


* will be dat 22 2 
e © 
/be/itions of the Divine: Being, . Wer are to by” 2 


diſtinguiſhed from his ae that, the Ideas of 22 
= 


theſe are antecedent in Nature, and in our Minds, 
to that of bis Will, and are what hig Will is Wm; 
determined by, and that the Afions 
are the exerciſe. particular Exertiona only; 
thoſe moral Perfect ions. But in anſwer co this Jet 
be conſider d, that either by Dijpoſitions is meant 
Tendencies to act in-Ged, as are neceſſary in 
mer Senſe. of abſolute Nereſſity by.which he 
hy ſical Propenſities, and then all-qhe / 
them muſt be neceſſi ty, and nothing 
ould Polly havebees different from what it is, 9 
more than it is poſſible for him not to have exilted, 
ſince the ſame Neceſſity, muſt operate alike in both 
caſes. Or elſe by. Dien, is meant %% conflant 
2 . Wh fre Manner of the firſt Cauſes al. 
| ved and immutable ReAituds of 
of, a ſony Ggnify, no more, than 
the. e. of. God, dered as an intelligent 
and. active. .. In This: latter Senſe alone the 
fectzon conſiſth z and if we rer 
Moral Perfection of God into 


an abſolute. Neceſlity, as that by which his; 
or Eſſence! exilly ,_ we take away the 
I it in Goc, Iatelligence and "Liberty. 


to the. Netiod of God's . 
i is Exiffenceje . Oo 


. of the Divine Aion 
COL ive Faculty, I 


ma fd eps rn we. 

Aon No is it the rea 
«ole of the Ahn, Iince Reaſons and N 4 
\ 0 . ; C2 | a tives 


8 


» 


2 


20. . Virws : 


tives are mere abſtrat Notions, and can Leahy 
the Occaſions of Action, but can have no cal, 
neceſſary Connection with, or be Fn cient. 


Lo, Cauſes of it. Nor is it any abſolute Neceſſity of N- 


az, the Neceſſity of the moral Perfections of God, 


ture, ſince an Action proceedin ing from 2 >ffore 
# Neceſſity of Nature is a 2 Cort ction in Terms. 
Hut the 2 Cauſe of the Divine Action is the 
. ia motive Power, the Will, "the '4five Faculty, 
which inheres in God the Agent himſelf z withoue 
this there can be no Agent, no Aion, no moral 
Perfefion in the World. 


If it ſhould be objected "EN! that this deſtroys, 


and ſeems to repreſent him at liberty to chooſe 


= gnother Courſe of Action, and aſſume a Character 


contrary to this, inſtead of being Juſt and Good, 
and True, to become unjuſt, malicious, falſe and 
4 rw ng it may. be replied, that God ever 
as, and is neceſſarily i in theſe, and i in every other 


e reſpeRt 8 pers: and 1 * it is impoſſible 


e ſhould future Time change or ceaſe 
from bein 10 3 N 2 then this is to be underſtood * 
of ſuch a eceſlity as is ſuitable to the Nature, 
and conſiſtent with the Iden of moral Perfection 3 
that is, ſuch as can conſiſt with an intelligent 
and active Nature, and no. way wen Li- 
berty of the Divine Actions, whereas it rs 


etty- plain and evident, f pr x ecel-, 
hy 6 that which is the yo Reaſon of the 
ence of the firſt Cauſſ ran never be afligned 


as the Ground and Reafon of his Actions, confi- - 
Gent with the Libe mm Ade em.z far then we might 

el apply the Tdea of Liberty to his Exiſtence, 
as wo his Actions, to which it has apparently no 
ſuch l God would then . as = 


OY? rn e whi 


80 


* 


| Re-confidered and defended. ' - 
itions bly repugnant- t 2. | 
and Truth, ptr palpably an Efalute p atality, 1 


to which the firſt, equally, vith all ſecond Cauſes, 
* 


would be ſubjected. 


"The Neceſſity of God's moral Perfeftian " 
from the eſe of Guts moral Capa pacity, 8 
= immutable Rectitude of his Will, he K. 
edge of the intimate Natures 


a gon . f being ſubject 22 
ences of Things, ower ubject 
10 e or i nor ble WM N . 


fluence of any vnreaſonable Affections, there E . 
hence ariſes a Neceſſity not natural but moral, ,. > ave dy 
that he ſhould always be juſt, and good, and true. ur. * N 
and an impoſſibility not natural © moral, that fe a. 
he ſhould ever change, or ceaſe to act has Where 1 22 
there is ſuch an infinite moral Capacity, it is im- e 
poſſible but that an infinitely perfect moral Chas gd K 
racter muſt enſue; becauſe that will exhibit infinite ; 
Reaſon and Ground for ſuch a Choice to the Di- 
vine Will, whilſt there cannot puny appear, 
y Motive at all for a contrary one z there will 
ſe therefore from this moral Neceſſity the ſame yr Oh 
e 2 
lute Neceſſity of Nature. This is what I meant, Ald * 
when | ſaid, that. God is as liberty to a according =? 
to Reaſon and Truth ; that he does not act thus . 
by an abſolute Neceſſity of Nature, but from Li- ,, a7 
berty and Choice ; and, that there is no ſuperior 2 Herts 
Power that can prevent him ow d 2G thus, 2 
but that as hir Perceptions are ee c D 
able to the Nature of their Ob o his WII | 
always freely determines it ſelf to ſuch Aftions | 
as” he perceives to be naturally and a4" 4 
good. This the Remarker lays's 1s to tak 


- — 4. 
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lem - mat, 'wbix... Perhag 7 bat, what chen 2. 
. rag r 
| it . 


5 1. with ** mo 


how. it can 
ö Neceliyof of Nature, There. ſecms , 
N e e that God is free 


: n. ay 
in the Exerciſe. of, Juſtice, nk and Truth, 
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8 8 Gi not nete 


but none in ſaying, that be ns U9y 4 


as by fuck, 

1 70 

lier — 

— e n 

. by: the ſame. would be the. 
cy 5 - ag Ye Fea LO; 

willed by noe 


. in che former” ee NeceGity 4 2 
ral Perfectlona, deſtroy the Na 


lap. he IV De 


* . a t A e Wetles.,” 
— * wah a 


Gr A a End e. Bus. 


.- fat be does, or ought ta know, ET 
I ee Je mf Nach 3. N 

It mor : 

deny the Neceſlity of. God's. moral. F l F. 

con in che former Senſe, of abjaiute and U,. 

Neeſſity, as that which' would at or deſtroy the. 

Nature or Poſſibiliry of them, * * 


3 


? and 


and in che ſtrangeſt Terms, aſſert, and 
Nereſſity of them in the latter Senſe of — 
eg, Which is che unly pdlible Senſe in w 
en conſiſt with „and conſequent 
Iy with the Idea of mera! Pepadle. 


And no other :Neceſlity of God's moral Ner- 
fections will Dr. Curie be found over pleading for. 
-he is otherwiſe, intleed, either underſtood or re- 


— wal T 


_ bas 
T N be 
225 Goodneſe, Tab, 2. — 22 2 


But whothie the 'Rematker has Nuly attetled 
to it or no, Dr. Clarke in pO 


2 age 176 Thers- 
ery) be wha (mean ing in the mo- 
what is abſolutely.and in it 
elf, aud in COTE — * wiſe 
' #127. Gobdneſs of Vol. I, $49. And yet even this 


Neceſſity Cots Good) who = he 
Serbe Reficude 1 beng Goo) fg wha ow. the 


Yath ns\Kaowledge and Power, atife immediactly —e—ü— 
Neceſſny of Nate, 


Dem Bing nd tris Prop. 14. Page 107. 'Tis evident 
ty (nl nr x Mecligy of Pce, bu lu 
3 Neceſſity as I before ſaid was with the moſt 
— do always what he knows to be ficreſt co bs 


Rem. 


——— 


| Fuſtice (for Example) is God would be nothing 


1 The" Fondation of Moral Virtue, 


diſtinguiſhes between ahlute and moral Neceſſty. 
"Does he not confiantly aſſert, that his moral Per- 
' feftions are neceſſary in the Senſe of moral Neceſſity, 


— A 
baden 


or an honeſt Man a diſhoneſt Thing; but tis no Con- 
tradiction in Phyſicka. And in God ae 
A of Goodneſs and Mercy as phyſically 
Omnipreſent, twould be as abſurd to thank him for 

a8 for being Omnipreſent, Wherefore were the moral 
ons of God neee (in the ſame phyſical Senſe as 
Attributes are, which have no Dependance on 
Power of Adlon) they would not be moral Perſections at all. 
10 the third Letter, | 


77 
Y » 


14 different from 
> in 4 Sword, it execxtes 4 ; 
r n 
The Conſequence whereof is, there could not 
be in God any moral Perſectiom at all. For hi 
of a moral Nature implies in the very Notion or iz, the 
doing of ſomething which at the ſame Time was in the , 
2 - f re is diſti 
guiſhed Neceſſity, juſt as Figures 
be frm hr ee. iy 1 and 
ical] ing, a Neceſſity at a | every 
A Ihle ry <A of is N 


Re-confadered and defended. 
Ind of that alone. Does he not directly deny them 
to be neceſſary in the former Senſe. of Neceſ- 
and aſſert, that it is inconſiſtent with theit 
ature that they ſhould? Nay, does he not in 
the very demonſtration; of that article, explain 
himſelf of ſuch a moral Neceſſity is is; ind alone is 
conſiſtent with Eiberiy ? "Whare then is the Per: 
tinency or Fairneſs of this Remark 7 I appeal 
to the candid and impartial Reader, whether this 


22 be not brought by him, as it. lies. in the 
e to prove that Mr. M. * 


r Perfection, in 
the ſenſe in which Dr. Clarke had aſſerted it. And 
yet in.the Preface to the Sermon, oy LO. 
ſaid, That God is not neceſſarily wil juf, and a0 cen 
pur, in the ane fon, vis _ 2 y of 
Nature, as be is eternal; and 
preſet. And in the Re 
ſenſe only, in which Power, and Knowledge, and 
Eternity; of which the author is thete ſpeaking, 
are neceſſa S 33 way 
Nature, not. moral Neceſſity 3 
there is the wideſt Difference; r writer, 
it ſeems, is yet to learn it. Is it not; cherefore 
in, thar to make God a neceſſary Agent, in bit 
. which de nfl i, ode 
ſame eceſſity by w s, is; to 
en A 
et this writer tells us, that he is of the contrary 
timent to that expteſs'd in the Sermon 4 and 


and true, and faithful; as he is neceſſarily 
ligent and ſelf-exiftent. And 1 he adds, 
that this canhot be denied, without ſaying 
moral PerfeRions are riot ſo neceſſary as tu 


um. pag, $3. 
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aſſerts, that God is as neceſſarily good; 1 judy 5 
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26 «Shae of Moral Virtue 
Perfections to the Being of a God, this I am afraid 


fince the Conf 

-* | proved, ex profe/ſo, 2 
cannot poſſibly be ſo neceſſary 3 i. e. by an abſo- 
lure Neceflicy of Nature, as natural Perfections 
1 of a God; though they are ne- 
ry, ſuo „ as has been ex This 18 

a buy of the Remarks, which 1t is the eateſt 


rity. 


However, fince this Writer is ſo confident that 
„N. 2 be 2 juſtice, goodneſs, bolineſs, bleſſedneſ5, and 


Li fo 72 f z moral 
ae of Things, 1 w put him upon 
+ if he can prove the moral PerfeCtions of 


I 


| * — uſe of this moral Difference 
EE _ Th edium of it. If he can help us 
1 to a onſtration of the certain and 


truth of the moral Attributes of the firſt — 
without ſuppoſing this natural, neceſſary, and 
eternal Difference of Things, he will throw con- 
fiderable Light upon this intricate argument, and 
has 9s has ever yet been to do be- 
fore him. For what Proof have we of the moral 
Attributes of God, but what is entirely built upon 
this, as the Principle and Foundation of it? If 
there was'no ſuch natural 2 heh Things, 
aa ads, > the firſt Cauſe might poſſibly, and bably 
mY" be an infinitely ill, as an infinitely being z 
A; Gori M4 e and Actions every way the reverſe of what we now 
| aſcribe to him, would be .call'd by us his moral 

— Perfe&ions, Therefore it was that I ſaid this was 
: . the Foundation upon which our Knowledge of the 

© Rom: pag. 11s 


. D 


2 


Nature 


will ſhow little — in the * | 


Tenderneſs not to treat with the greateſt Seve- 


Re-confidered and defended. 27 
Nature and Will of God is built 3 againſt whieh, 
though this Writer has ſaid nothing, as I can find, 
which has the Force of an Argument, I ſhall en- 
deavour to illuſtrate and prove it. 


There are ſome Propoſitions which contain e- 


21 
ternal, neceſſary, and unchangeable Truths, both / A 

of the natural and moral kind, which are 1 75 * 
Effects of, or any ways owing to the Will of a 4 


God ; otherwiſe there could be no ſuch things as y 2 

natural Contradictions, or moral Impoſſibilicies z or (al 

to which the Power and Will of God could not : 

extend, which yet all allow. Such are theſe Propo- il 7 
* 


ſitions, nothing can be made to exiſt and not exiſt 
at the ſame time; nothing can be made not to | 
have exiſted, after it has exiſted. So alſo it is un- 
— and unrighteous for any one Being, .o 

flict extreme and eternal Miſery upon a perfect- | | 
ly innocent and obedient Creature. Theſe Truths”, ., - - . 
may be confider'd abſtractiy and irreſpeCtively * a0 
to their actually ſubſiſting in any created Na- 
tures or Exiſtences, or even to the Ideas of them 
exiſting in any Mind ; inſomuch that thoſe Pro- 

ſitions would be true, though there were no 
uch icular Natures or Exiſtences in being, 
by which could be illuſtrated, or any par» 
ticular Minds, by which the Ideas of them could 
be formed, When therefore it is faid that theſe 
Truths are previous to, and i t on the 
Will of God, no more is meant than this 3 that » 5 
it is not the Will of God which cauſes them to be. 7 -4uo 
Truths, though his Will is the ſole Cauſe of their. / 


— te 


Za £59 


Mind. The Will of 5 
both, but the abſtract Truth is entirely diſtinct 7 S 
ä ich 2 

8 
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the particular Natures, in which it is illuſtrated, 
or che particular Minds in which the Idea of it 
is formed. With regard to God himſelf, his Per- 
ceptions and Ideas of ſuch Propoſitions are not the 
Cauſes of their being true, nor could he be ſuppoſed 
neceſſarily to perceive them true, as he indeed does, 
upon any ocher Le Ground or Reaſon but their natural, 
neceſſary, and unalterable Truth. 


Wherefore it does not follow, that a ads 
„ the moral Difference of Things as neceſſary as the Ex- 
itence of —.— A, is = * 
Y, Things as neceſſary 
= there is a very vide — 
4 77 e fra? general Truths, and the 


| A. 9- which "afford particular Inflances and le of 
thoſe Truths, as well as the particular Ideat which 


2 LA 
| e, are formed of them in p Minds. It is not 
0 [4 ſaid, nor can it I believe to follow from 


what is ſaid, that thoſe material Objects, in which 
we obſerye ſuch Truths exemplified, are as ne- 
ceſſury as the Exiſtence of God, or at all ſo: 
does it follow, that thoſe 8 Minds, in 


which tuch Beings or Things afford particular In- 
ſtances, and ſuch Minds form particular Ideas, 
are in Natare eternal, neceſſary, and unchange- 
able. And there would — have been fewer 
Inſtances, in which ſuch Truths had a 
and fewer Minds to have formed Perceptions of 
them, (not ſuch Propoſitions have been untrue, 

or lels true) in caſe * rr 


r 1h 
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Re-confilered and defended. 29 
never had any being. I ſhall deſire the Reader 
to look into the Margin*, where he will find the 
1 —— 
w 
To objeted thi Cauſe 


Prin- 


= not follow from God's neceſſarily having an 
ea of the abſtract Nature of ir, as has been al- 
ready obſerved; For if ſp, not only would all 


e He ſays, that 1 ley my ſelf of I dleſly i 
* Tong uy pe ko are 
y, b — that there is « 
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* Rex, page 16, 15. 
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30 The Fondation of Moral Virtue 
Things which exiſt be neceſſarily exiſtent, but 
all Poſſibilities muſt have actual Exiſtence too. 
hatever is true, God neceſſarily perceives to 


be true; whatever is poſſible, he neceſſarily per- 
ceives to be poſſible ; whatever exiſts, he neceſ- 


ſarily perceives to exiſt. Nothing is therefore 
- true, 


cauſe God perceives it to be true, or 
poſſible, becauſe he perceives it to be poſſible, 
or exiſts, becauſe he perceives it to exiſt: But on 


the contrary, ex. gr. God does not ex ſt, and know 
and act, becauſe he perceives himſelf to do ſo, 


but perceives himſelf to do ſo, becauſe of his ſo 
doing. This is the Ground and Foundation of 
that, not that of this. In reſpe& of other Things, 
it was poſſible this World might have been 
created ſooner, in reſpect of Time ; or other- 
wiſe, than it is in various and numberleſs reſpects, 
which Differences and Variations God neceſſarily 
had the Ideas of ; and yet they did not, for that 


reaſon, take Effect, Nay, even with reſpect to 


the moral Attributes of God, they do not fol- 
low from the e Perceptions he has of their 
abſtract Nature, but from the joint Principles of 
Intelligence and Activity, wherein the moral Ca- 
pacity of the firſt Cauſe conſiſts, and to which 
it is that his moral Character is owing. | 


It is abſurd therefore to ſuppoſe, that the actual 
Exiſtence of any thing follows from dere 
Idea of its abſtract Nature in God. The firſt 
Cauſe neceſſarily having Ideas and Percep- 
tions of meer Poſſibilities, which never will have 
any actual Exiſtence. Good and Evil, morally 
conſider d, are the Qualities of Actions, and 
wn of wore! Ageaee, But thats Dok of 
mination of mo . But 2 | 
abſolute and infinite Perfection in his moral 
ES 2 Chara cter, 


Re-conſulered and defended. 31 
Character, may have clear N the 
abſtract . of moral Evil, no 
Evil ſhould ever actually exiſt — all 
Eternity, is what, I believe, this Writer is not 
capable of diſproving. And I am a little ſur- 
priz'd, to ſee him wa as he himſelf confeſſes, 
our of his Depth in this Argument, and giving 
us this Proof of what he aſſerted ; * tbe 
Idea: ee f Gol Creation, 

and ſo exiſting in tbe Perception of God, 
of bis Will, Et wy Creatures that 
of l be is not able to tri 


of Evil, 


175 


drive ing A purely for the ſake of i ir, to talk 
about things, 
Reach of his Underſtanding, Nay, I leave it to the 
Reader to judge, whether this Wricer does not 
himſelf aſſert what he charges this Conſe: 
upon. He ſays, © God perfectly knows 
by bis own ne be poet — — 
to every Excellency and Perfection be bas in bimſelf. 
It is therefore incumbent upon him to ſhow either 
that the Idea which the firſ# Cauſe has of Evil, 18 
not neceſſary, or elſe try to clear himſelf from his 
own 


It is ſaid in the fourth Remark, that we 
*to diſtinguiſh betwixt what Moral Virtue is origi» 


by his own Confeſſion, beyond the 


Charge of being a Manichee or Paulician. 
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_— derived from, and what in our way 
it may be firſt argued from. That is, ag l 
Difference of Thi muſt be our firſt Principle, 
till we have proved the moral Petfections of 
by it: And then theſe moral Perfections of God 
muſt be our firſt Principle, even to prove this 
moral Difference of Things by: That chis Wri- 
ter argues thus in a Citcle, will appear by com- 
ring together what lies in diffeterit Places of 
Do Remarks. For though he here owns, * that 
abſtrafted Propoſitions taken from Things, N 
in à ſcientiſical M ” themſelves, may beton 2 
Principles, upon which we argue, concerning 
Nature of God, and the Natur: of Things 3 yet he 
every where elſe in the Remarks, makes the Na- 
ture and * Perfections of God the Ground of the moral 
Difference of Things; or that on which the moral Dif- 


ferguce of Things is founded. 


But thus to make this thoral Dilference of 
Things, the Proot of God's moral Perfections, 
and then thoſe moral Perfections the Ground and 
Foundation of that moral Difference, is ſuch a 
Method of arguing, as will, I believe, give little 
Satisfaction to onable Minds. 


I never afſert, as tis inſinuated that I do ; * that 
any ſuch moral Propoſitions could ever have been 
formed al if they bad "not been feof in the eler- 
For there is a wide Difference between 
Traths, — Minds forming Ideas ot theſe Trut 

and framing them into Propoſitions 3 which i 

this Writer had conſider'd and duni. he 


| 3 Rem. pag. 
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"mag 44 
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' Re-confidered and defended, 33 
ht have ſpared this, and many other ſuch Re« 
tations of his Antagoniſt, which arc ſcat - 
tered through the — I no where 
let him ſhow it if he can, that ibere are any 
Relations of Perſons and Things, gry ogy 


are originally from the Will of _ 
— Wn ſo abſurd as — Aan Ig ba =] 
25 
ne > 


only that thoſe Truths or Fitneſſes of Action, los aro 2 
the Exiſtence of thoſe Relations of 


which neceſſarily reſult from the rg. 
Things, thoſe abſtract Truths are abſolutely ne- 
FA 
_ 


ceffary, and i c of the Will of God, and "4 
— 


what no Will of any Being could make not to be 
Truths, or not to be Truths reſulting from ſuch 5 
natural Kelations of Perſons and Things. 


The Exiſtence of ſuch Perſdns and Thingh 2 
ſuch Relations, altogether depend upon Will 
of God ; there was no Neceſſity that 2 —— 4 
have exiſted, but they are purely the Effects of « 
the Will of the firſt Cale; but the Truths re- 5 
ſulting from the Suppoſicion of their Exiſtence 
are not of an arbitrary, created, precarious Na- 
ture, but eternal, neceſſary, and unchangeable. 
This is what this Writer ſhould have known that 
his Opponent held, before he undertook to an- 
ſwer him, and this what dhe ſhould have diſproved, 
if he would have anſwer'd to the \Purpole, Grant 
but this Liberty of making one's Antagonüt lay 
what we pleaſe, and it will be wur to co ute any 
Writer whatſoever. 


It is here further objefted under this Remank, 
That « if moral Virtue is not originally derived from 
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34 The Foundation of Moral Virtue 
the Perfection — hr Fw * ſaid - 
Things are of bim; very Things, 
which are eternal, immutable, and moſt _ are 
not of bim, if Righteouſneſs and Virtue be not. Righ- 
reouſneſs and Virtue are Actions, and the Exiſt- 
ence of ſome moral Agents or Agent, is neceſſary 
to their actual Exiſtence. The Righteouſneſs or 
Virtue of God, conſider'd as his Actions are de- 
' rived from his Will, and depend upon it. The 
- Righteouſneſs and Virtue of other moral Agents 
depends in part upon their Exiſtence, and con- 
ſequently ſo far upon the Will of God, which 
alone determines whether they ſhall exiſt or not. 
The actual Exiſtence, therefore, of Righteouſneſs 
and Virtue, the beſt Things in the World are 
not (any more than the actual Exiſtence of an 
other Beings or Things ) independent on the Will 
of God. But whether Righteouſneſs ſhall be what 
it is, in its abſtract Nature, or ſomething dif- 
ferent from what it is, whether the abſtract Na- 
ture of moral Good and Evil, ſhall be change- 
able and convertible, or neceſſarily and unalter- 
ably what they are; this is what I aſſert is not 
the Effect of the divine Will: The Ideas of this 
Difference in the divine Mind, are not previous 
to this Difference, are not the Cauſe -of this Dif- 
ference ; but God 2 chem to be different, 
becauſe they nece! 


_—_ 


But he goes on, and adds, I wonder what na- 
tural Relations of Perſons and Things can be in 
Man's Thoughts, that the Will of God does not 
be what they are. And I wonder, indeed, 


Page . 
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33 ine that they were in any Man's 
Wonder ariſes wholly from a 
Mi e of the State of the Queſtion, not con- 
ſidering that all a#ual Exiſtences are allowed to 
be of — ow Natures of Things 
are — independent. I know of n 
watchful, no ſenſible, no chriſtian Writer at all, 
who has ever ſpoke as if he had entertained ſuch 
+ Thouphe ao bs hare & ſted by this Writer: 
bur it is the agreed of all, that all the na- 
tural Relations of Perſons and Things in the 
World, are what are by 9 
3 Þ io the Preſc 


chink con — ich Truth and TRAP 5 
cough will not undertake to aſſert every Para 
which this Writer ſhall make of it, ſince — 
kan I have ſhewn how frequently and widely, 
though I am apt to believe, not wilfully, he mi- 
ſtakes the State of the Queſtion he writes on, 


2. The = ue vr 


— 
1 


er. . 


O'ME Things having been ſaid nike Semen 
and Preface, concerning the Immutability of 
divine Will, which are objected to; it 2 
a, that 1 ſhould here a roots aero 


The Principle 1 have laid down there, is this: 
"That x we — Foundation of moral Vir- 
22 * ar bitr I. or pole \Pleaſure, as many 

| 5 * P do, we can r be Ace concerning the 
7 > Immutgbilit of the divine Will: And that if we — 
2 it into God's moral Perfetions, and ſu 
„ and gaod, and true, by the ſame 40 
. ty 'of of Nature, by which he exiſts, we — | 


8 


wy 
225 —— 
| ay that Liberty and Choice from God, which is 
#7 . e, y to Ky — ot moral Agency, and moral 
. ey fection, and ſup thoſe PerfeCtions in him 
. 87 * while we take away the only Medium by which 
— At is pollfple to prove them. But that if we-lup- 
2 — — eternally, — 
rily, and unchangeably different ia Nature, an 
<9 Will of God to be always guided by the in- 
— 2.4 finite and unerring Knowledge 3 Per 
a Med 7 which he has of them, as the moral Object of 
his Underſtanding, we ſhall ſecure the Neceffity 
of ous peer geen, and reconcile Fr An 
auekility of the divine Will, who ee 
l 
Upon this Principle I there file, A Things 
e is be refolyed inta the Will of God, as the original 
IN page 9. 


1 
„ 


Source 


t at all, as this Writer aſſerts, but 
a bare Suppoſition of the Opinion 1 
viz, that meer Will was che Foundation of Moral 
Virtue 1 from which I was drawing a Conſequence, 
which I thought would evidently ſhow it to be 
abſurd: For, if by Nauure of Things, I am un- 
derſtood, as I there mean, the ahftra Nature and 
eſſential Difference of Moral Good and Evil, I cannot 
poſſibly make any Doubt about it, nor be ſup- 
poſed to do ſo, ſince it is what I have aſſetted, 
and endeavoured to prove, that the Will of God 
is not, cannot be the Cauſe of them, but chat they 


Nen. Page 18, $3 


1 


. Courſe of my Argu 


axis here given of me to the Reader. 


Words, was miſtaken, appears from what is added 


«ſure of bim who worteib all Things (not according 10 
' meer Will, but) according to the Counſel of bis Will. 
So that I was not underſtood to refer to the ab- 
ſtract Nature of moral Good and Evil; for by 
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are in Nature neceſſarily, eternally, and un- 
changeably, what they are. If I am there under- 
AE my to my meaning, contrary to the 


| ment, and contrary to the 
Senſe of the whole Sermon and Preface, to mean 
the real Natures and Exiſtences of Things, my - 
out the Univerſe of Beings, I cannot poſſi 00 
make any more Doubt in this Caſe than in t 

other, ſinee with me it is as certain that the Will 
of God is the Cauſe of the different Natures of 
Things, in this Senſe, as that it is not in the other. 
1 8 denied the Will of God to be the 
Cauſe of the moral Difference of Things, ab- 
ſtractly conſider d, and had fully aſſerted it to be 


the Cauſe of all real Natures and Exiſtences 


throughout᷑ the Univerſe of Beings; and therefore 
I had given no ground for ſuch a Repreſentation 


And that my Senſe; in the above: mentioned 


in the next Paragraph : Well, but at this rate, 
ſaith the Objefor, the Nature of "Things may be 
changed at pleaſure, doubtleſs they may at the plea- 


the Remarks it does not ſeem likely chat the 


Author of them will ſay that they are changeable 
at pleaſure. x Salix} AD. © n 


In the following Part of the Remmarlt the Will 
of God is repreſented as neceſſarily determined 


by a Counſel, of bis moral Perfedlions, in order to 


© Rem, Page 19. 


#2 avoid 
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avoid the Conſequence of its Mutadility, But 
this Conſequence was never charged on that 
State of the Queſtion, but has one __y abſurd 
towing from it; and that wg ON ing the 
ivine Agency and Liberty ucing an 
abſolute Facaliry. a * © 


- #24 
It is never ſaid, that the AMulability of the = < 

divine Will follows from the State of the Queſtion,  --, 
which makes tbe Nature or moral Perfeftions of God , * 
neceſſarily determine his Will, but only from the . 
State of it wherein Will ſtands for arbitrary and 7 
fole Pleaſure, Nor is it ever ſaid that the Doctrine Aa» 
of Fate and Neceſſity will follow from. and the . 
divine Agency and Liberty be deſtroyed by, 
this latter State of the Queſtion, But here it was 
neceſſary groſly to miſrepreſent me, in order to 
ſeem to have ſomething to ſay in Oppoſition, 
or Confutation, And therefore when he had 

uoted my Words, where I am arguing againſt 
that State of the Queſtion, which makes arbitrary 
Will the Foundation of Morality, he gives the 
Reader this Interpretation of them: 4 That is 10 
ſay, that if the Will of God be governed only by 
bis own Perfeftions, it may be mutable. Whereas 
the Senſe is no other than this: If the Will of God 
be governed by nothing, but ſignifies arbitrary 
and ſole Pleaſure, it may be mwiable, He has 
the Diſcernment to call the Sentence he quotes 
a confus'd and perplex'd one, as containing the 
Senſe he has given of it: Which argues great 
want of judgment in him; for ſuppoſing that 
to be the Senſe, it contains one of the cleareſt and 
moſt manifeſt Abſurdities imaginable, 

| 2 


um. Page 46, 


From 
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From what has been ſaid, the Reader will cally 
judge of the Senſe of this Writer's Aﬀertion, that 


Tbs Wil of God i: ever the ſame, according to the 
' continued Truth and Nature of Things, For, if by 
continued Truth, and Nature of Things, is meant 
the abtraf? Nature of moral Good and Evil, and 
that his Will is regulated, and remains the ſame 
de Hay that, he falls in with the Opinion 
he oppoſes 3 


but if by it is meant only the real 
Natures and Exiſtences in the _— Beings, 
this is only to ſay, that in fact the Will of God 
has hitherto continued the fame, as appears from 

this Uniformity in the Effects of it. But no 
permanent Ground, or Reaſon of Immutability, 
ariſes out of this, or any Proof of its Unchange- 
ableneſs for the future. It appears therefore, from 
hence, that what this Writer calls a very great 
Miſtake, is a very great Truth ; that all that can 
be proved from his Words, is, that the Will of 
God has not yet changed; but that it will not, 
or cannot ever change, is left at abſolute Uncer- 


tainty. 


E er. IV. I 


TIJAVING hitherto confider'd the Founda- 

tion of Moral Virtue, I ſhall now proceed 
to another main Branch of this Controverſy, and 
conſider the Obligation it infers upon moral 
Agents. | wy 


f. , om NC NN 


© Rem, Page 21. 


On 


| Reremylered and Abet 41 


78 this Head the Writer before u thus er 
. * Upon this all Government is 
n reaſonable Creature being ed 
"ts Maker is af — to the Nabe b. bal 
Yiven it, and the Relations in which it is placed, and 
"the Ends for which it is deſigned. But bow is it ob- 
Me! y Man muſt, if be will anſuer accor, 
ing ts Fu and Experience, 2 that be 


E 4 
ernal Puniſhment, ſs and Mi- 
try, which \it is the Fl} te Crt Jl diffe- 


and connected wil ecably; ar 
"contrary ts to the Natures, Relation, 2 and 9 
Here it is that what we call moral Ob 
m ibe ri and proper Senſe, doth lir. Ke 
Place he has theſe Words“: A Obligation | that 
God comes under to bis Creatures, is , perfetily 1 
Dr T & 
e. and independent on bis Wi E ws 


ther Place he” expreſſes himſelf thus ; © This. 1 5 
to baus under- 


been 


2 Point that Mr. M. does not 


any 
* That whether Re Revelation be 
* owe their cen the Wil of 


1 


But notwithſtandin what is. offer'd in 14 4 . * 
ve other Parts of the Remarks, for my Inſtruction 


& Oravidtion! 1 a apracend. that. there ad” = 


tuo Sorts, or different Kinds, of Obligation. "77: 


The one ariſes from the Knowledge or Perception | 
ve have of the differenc Natures 7 FED 


1 Fege 10. 
8 48. 
© 2-Page 60, | | 
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2 Evil, and the moral * we have of di- 
A recting and governing dur Actiom by * 
. 10 other ariſes. from the Views we 4 4 
ineſa or Miſery, which 4 * the Moo 


F< 
any — 
| 22 2 424 A neceſſarily c connected w 
, . e K l. which we cho "The 1 
/ Obligation agrees to all rational Nader 
from every Degree of Senſbility. ZE 

Tenfible, as well as rational Agents Phi 17 8 
Ae take place BOO becauſe beis's Beikg 

lately pee, and ſubject to the Po 
br Wil of no Superior. But, in the farmer Se 
Obn r pplicable even to God himſelf 
ad x, high er ente than to any other Beings, 


maſmoch as his moral Capacity is Nen more 
Perfect chan theirs, — 9 


Zet 


SW 


obably be dbjetted, that this. for 
nx probably with Propriety, be ſtiled. 85 
ation, ſince Obligation is 77 Fes as he 
ſand" for ſuch à Neceſlity, or Inducement 
pect of obtain 


WS \ fre ap — 
* a pineſs, of avoidi * is oi 
755 ee I. 
+: moral Agents, as have a Mixture of iba 
. *-- their Nature and Frame : Whereas —_ oli. 
gen ariſes as well, and indeed more E ly, 
eof the Nature of moral Good and od 
* I "the Capacity we have of them; IT 
cue "Views of Happineſs and Miſery, with which they 
. are ſo cloſely ed For as all that is meant 
L by Obligation, in one Caſe, is This, that Hap- 
A FPineſs is cloſely connected with Virtue, and Miſery 
> NS ie the Vice, and there is no malte way to come 
the former, way eſcape the latter, but by a 


2 Choice o 1 Obligation only 2 
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e Power or Influence that the Ideas of Hap- 
pick, 1 have upon the Minds of ſen- 
hy — in the other Caſe; 
may not — and Influence, which the Ideas 
of moral Good and Evil have upon OI of 
I un Burk as are purely rational, be allowed to 
bligation as wel as the former z and 
Gui 10 66 G64 as well as the other is on > 
y conſidering that there is an infinitely 
greater, more conſtant and regular Regard had 
beſe, in the divine Mind, than Men can poſſi- 


= to the Views and of Ha 
ery, even as much as the infinite Capacity 


825 the * Mind is ſuperior t to that of his finite 


There may one Reaſon be aſſigned, why many . 
may be ſhy of aſcribing Obligation to God 3 - . 22 
that is, becauſe, in conſidering our Obliga con, 7 i 
as — 2 ariſing out of our Views of * 4 Yer 
Happ iſery "Shich are cloſely con-/ 54 8 
ec -A Virtue and Vice, by the firſt Cauſe 


and Author of all Things, we connect with it in. 
our Minds the Idea of a Superior, upon whom, 
as having the Power of diſpenſing them, we have 
our Dependance. And as this. cannot poſſibly 
be affirmed of God, therefore it is thought abſurd 
to apply any Obligation to him at all : Whereas, 
it only follows, that it is abſurd to apply Obli- 
tion to him in that particular Senſe of it. 
Bur it is not leſs abſurd to deny him capable of 
any Obligation, ſince the Power and Influence, 
3 the Nr of moral Good and Evil have 


u inds of rational A ts, and u 
= Ch, is, wick" as nhuch Propritry 12 el.” 

igation, as that which the Ideas Eu of Ha r ( 
and Miſery en — ſenſible ones. : _ 


" 
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ad ks ** , 1 
And this Obligation is ſuch as is applicable to 
God, and what he directs his Actions by, in a 
manner, as much more perfect than we can ours, 
by Happineſs or Miſery, as his Underſtanding and 
ill are more perfe&t than ours. For as Obli- 
tion, ariſing from our Views and Proſpects of 
| — and Miſery, can mean no more than 
2 that if the Rules of right Reaſon are diſregarded, 
0 the Agent ſo doing, ſhall miſs of ſuch Happineſs, 
and fall into ſuch Miſery, which. are. made the 
Sanctions of them; ſo, in the other Caſe, what- 
ever Agent neglects, or breaks the Rules of Righ- 

teouſnels or Moral Virtue, , will, by ſo doing 

forfeit and loſe his moral Character, and be rank 
with vicious and diſorderly Beings, ſince both the 
_ Ideas of moral Good and Evil, and the Proſpects 

of - Happineſs and Miſery, neceſſarily incite. t 
Action as moral Motives only, and not as phyſical 


Efficients, 


, This is the primary, original Obligation which 
4 ( 2 is applicable W K 72 ſuch, and 
ie e As totally diſtin from the Obligation ariſing from 
im. - Views of Happineſs and Miſery, After ſpeakin 
. of this in the Sermon, I ſaid, that the * Will of 
rt 8 God conſtitutes à new and additional Obligation to the 
„ ͤPraclice of Virtue; meaning thereby the Obliga+ 
29 * tion ariſing from Views and Proſpects of Hap- 
4 #4 „ pineſs and Miſery, which the Will of God has 
. cloſely connected with Virtue and Vice. And to 
this it is objected, that I evidently leave the Will of 
God out of the Reaſon of Things, as my Principles 
lead me io do. But this is ſaid with like Truth and 
2 Judgment as che reſt; for neither have I done 


* 


po 


: 
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this, nor do my Principles lead me to do it. For 
the Will of God may be conſider'd in a twofold 
Light, either as merely commanding the Practice 
of Virtue, or as PE Happineſs o it. It is 
this laſt, the Exerciſc of his Power and Authority, 
in fortifying his Command, with the prevailing 
Proſpect of Happlaeh and Reward, which con- 
ſtitutes the new and additional Obligation ſpoken 
7 Conſider the Will of God, in the former 

ight, as merely commanding it, and it is obli- 
gatory upon all inferior moral Agents to obey 
it, in the primary Senſe of Obligation ; not in- 
deed barely, as it is the Vill of God, but as his 
Will is always conformed to the infinite and all 


2 Underſtanding which he has of Good and ;” 


vil. 


neceſſitate me to leave the Will of God out of 
the Reaſon of Things; for with me the Will of 
ſuch a Being, whoſe moral Capacity, and whoſe 
moral Character, reflect ſuch excellent and in- 
finite Glory on him throughout the Univerſe, 
will ever be eſteemed the molt juſtifiable Ground, 
and Reaſon of Action, to all inferior moral Agents. 
And this I had aſſerted, in as plain Words as I 
could poſſibly expreſs it, both in the Sermon and 
Preface. But this is a Point that this Writer does 
not appear io bave underſiood, nor in any one Place to 


have been ſufficiently apprized of ; namely, that the 
Power and Influence which the Ideas of moral 


* 
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— 
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2 
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Good and Evil have upon the Minds of rational/ 


Agents, and upon God, as ſuch, is with as much 
Propriety ſtiled Obligation, as the Power and 
Influence which the Ideas of Happineſs and Mi- 
ſery have upon the Minds of ſenſible Agents. 
Fi | g 


There 


Wat 7 


v. U. 15 
This is not to leave, nor do my Principles at 17 * 


— Mot Vir 


There i ano Thing farther added | in this ſamg 
Place, and therefore I take notice of a. L ; 
which, as it could ſcarce have drop any 
candid and ingenuous Writer, ſo it 0 uardly 


Reader the Notice of every intelligent and diſcern- 
eade 


: And that is, the *. ſition ſtared by 

90 Writer, between ſuch as place the 3 
tion of Virtue in the 8 7 Things, and 
himſelf * 7 all leave bim 10 do all the Good be 
| can with bis Nature and Reaſon of Things, previous 

10 the Will of God; and I Hall endeavour to 1 all 
3 Service I can, ien declaring and 
that of God, and through bin. and to him, are n 
rad ether not or moral: To bim be Glory 
for ever, Amen. As if there was a real Oppo- 
ſition z and ſuch who eſtabliſh the Foundation 
of Moral Virtue differently fram him, do not as 
firmly believe, and are not as rea to declare 
this, as he is. But this is a Method which this 
Writer rogpently falls into, of aſſuming an Air 
of Oppoſition td his Adverſary, whilſt he is 
affertin E Things which are as Grml mly believed, 
and as freely owned by him, and as conſiſtently 
too, as by himſelf, hether this be a moral or 
intellectual Failure, I will not decide, but leave 


it to the Reader to judge. 


We are referred, for his Senſe of Obligation, 
to the Civilians, who writing -concernicg the 
Niture and Foundation of Laws, derive alf Ob- 
ligation from the Rewards and Puniſhments with 
which they are enforced. | But there is a great 


deal of difference between the Foundation of - 


Las, and the Foundation of Moral Virtue 2 


Rem. pag. 61. 
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write 10 Purpoſe, - till be 
a ion, amend Fe N. to 


1 of» Supri and derive all Obliga 
the Sanftions of Rewards and Punfthmen 
annexed to them : No wonder, therefore, if dy 


ake the Foundation of Virtue to be the Will of 
2 41 3s che ſole Foundation of it, con- 
ed in t Light. Nor is at all to be won- 
fr, if they deny God to be capable of Ob- 
ation z for 9 is impoſſible that he ſhould, 
it id Pr Senſe of ir. But there are 
others, who tho? they own the Truth of theſe 
Aﬀertions in the Mouths of the Civilians, and 
admit of ſuch Language, whtn the Queſtion 
Iry is concerni ws; yet by Moral 
rtue, or that which ariſes from 'Reaſon and 
Fitneſs of. hings, mtan ſomewhat quite Uiffe- 
rent gh 2 of a high x, 09 gin, and more 
8 ture 3 A i by Obli ligation ſothethi 
ox frm, the Vi ives to Action, ari- 
23 Views 1 ineſs and 10 2 
cor GE ta which God may be conceived Ca 
0 Moral We. and way moral Obligation. 
W and one at leaſt of the 


. "AG Met ee der go” ths #2, 
54 des devoity * 5 
of Anme, locum | habe 


line ſummo ſcelere dari nequity 
quod 6 ab co negotia humana. 


_ | 


(oor 


/ 


with ſpeaking ſo wrong, ſo indecently, ſo erronzouſly, 


And, unleſs he is able to prove his Point, which 
ſuch a Conduct is no very ſhrewd Symptom of, 


ſuch Things are ſhocking and frightful to 
Writer? Nothing is ordinarily more ſhocking 
and frightful to a Man engaged in Controverſy, 
than when the Truth'a tverfary's 


to whom neceſſ⸗ 


appeared frigh 
whom the crying out againſt them, as ſuch, has 


* 


0 The e li Vue 
moſt judicious and accurate among the Civilian} 
themſelves, if Grotius deſerves that Cha 


racer, 
have ſpoken of Obligation and sin, ein ould 
there be neither God nor Providence, er 


; This Writer may, perhaps, find "ſatnie” hard 


Words for this; but the Reader will judge whe- 
ther it be the Part of a fair Writer, in him to 
charge his Antagoniſt, ſo frequently as he | 


concerning the Attributes of God; and whether 
he does not miſtake his Province, which is to 


prove, and not aſſert this. Whereas, this is to 


act the Part of an Arbitrator ; it is begging the 
Queſtion, it is dogmatizing, and not diſputing: 


thoſe Charges will all recur upon himſelf, and he 
muſt acquieſce under his own Accuſation. What 
is it to the Merits of the Cauſe, that ſuch and 


ts on his A 
Writer is not the firſt 
? Truths have 


ings, and by 


fide. And I believe this 


and important 
red frightful and ſhocking Say 


been the main Argument uſed to prove 
ſuch. But tho* there may be ſome, who will 


take alarm at ſuch Words, I aſſure this Writer 
it gives me ne farther Concern, than, as I appre- 
hend, the Cauſe of Truth, and the "Freedom | 
| ry, may poſſibly in ſome meaſure be 


* 


* 


hindred by it. 
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of it. For in the Remarker's own „the 
Malignity and miſchievous . of theſe 
Eſſays, aroſe from their diſtinguiſhing the Reaſon 
of Things, and the Will of God and where is 
the mighty Difference, whether we ſay, Eſſays 
that do diſtinguiſh theſe Things, or 
'them does this great Miſchief ? 


This Writer, after quoring heb ple 
of his, which I at firſt N and he now declares 
was intended to be explanatory of the former 3 
viz, Whatever Accur Writer may ſhow in ab. 
ſtradted Reaſonings, about theſe Points, yet I prejunte 
it will ever be buriful to the Cauſe of Virtue 
to teach Men 10 ate them. ; on and adds, 
Now Mr. M— declares be is . 


them, 
and therefore be might bave looked u 2 Dim to be 
wholly unconcerned in what 1 bad I anfwer no, 


I could not; becauſe he makes no. differtnce be- 
tween diſtinguiſhing and ſaparati _ but makes 
the latter explanatory of the And a8 1 
profeſſedly did diſinguiſß them, dot did not, 
could 5 50 = ever kl Rage ate them, TI 
not wi t them 
mould paſs with the be Ae ſame 
hoy and therefore I took ſuch particular Care 

w the Reader the different Senſes of them. 


© nd whos, I have declar'd for diſtinguiſh ing, 
Kl againſt ſeparating them, eke 50 muſt 
arge whether I will no. For thus he 
* But bis Sermon 6fually ding that which bis 
Preface declares againſt, be thought it nece * to 2 
bi; Diſpleafere at the whole Paragraph, © 


3 Rem. page 30, 
. 


TH 6 hes 
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face, I Gay ; I grant indeed, it may be Burg, i the 
Cauſe cud Rare of Virtue, to teach Men to ſeha- 
rale them, ſo as io pay and confine their Regards to 
one of them alone, ſo as to ſet up one of them in Op- 
poſition 10 ibe other, or lay either of them entirely 
aſide, But where has the Sermon aually taught 
N and confine our Regards to one of them 
alone? Where has it taught us to ſet up one of 
them in Nr to the other? Or where to 
lay either of them aſide ? This is the Separation, 
and that alone which the Preface (| of, and 
declares againſt, This is that which is falſly charged 
upon me, . and I believe it will be found as d.f- 
ficult to name the Place in the Sermon, Pars 
this is done, as to prove that it was made in the 
fanciful mangier, hinted by the Remarker. It is 
eaſy to aſſert both the, one and the other, but 
neither the one nor the other of rheſe Aſſertions 
can be calily made good. 


It is ſaid indeed, „ For ts make the Reaſon and 
Fitneſs of Things a Foundation and Rule of moral Vir- 
Tue, previous to the Will of God, is to ſeparate it from 
any Regard at all to the Will of God, as @ Founda - 
tion and Rule of Virtue, But is this o to ſeparale 
it, as was declared againſt in the Preface? i.e, to 

y and confine our Regards to one of them a- 
one, to ſet one of them up, in Oppoſition to 
the other, and lay either of them entirely aſide ? 
This was afferted, and this was ta be proved. 
Whereas I have alrcady aſſerted, and now do afreſh ' 
aſſert, that the moral Character and Actions of 
God, or the Will ot God, i an infinitely. perfect 
Rule of moral Virtue, to every inferior moral 
Agent z and that there cannot poſſibly de any 


Y Rem. pag. 27. 
| G 2 ſurer 


it, The Foundation and Riule of 
TCO: 


. PR Lov. 245 ian, Is W be 4 . e 
2% — 


* 
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CL Hi git oe hore at 
the divine Will, when we have attd 

edge of jt N. * Bi 
Nature and R 4. fs 15 
r 


Fun! be lf Cu 23 hae he the Pra co ah 


h they ever. fo carefully practiſe it 
1 th the —— 79 N 2d Pi nels of 
mota Agents a 


% 


14 1.7 pr 
ets ar er js imper 

eng plete 2 . . by 
7 or any ig feriot gent whatever, 
Tee 25 4 1 to the nin ip 

ma net it is as eterng 
4 Cong od uo be en * 
regarded as the Role of gur Cond Ticks 
Reaſon of Things ſhould, becauſe b is al- 
a 5 [de - Wim, 

i p us more canly te 

! Virtue, 1 boat 

og N. be (' nony mous Sen, There 
thce, a . which is 
j made 1 roug bout the Sermon and Fre- 


roset 


N to mike 


A to all inferior tial Af lente: For thot 

ature and Reaſon of Things 4 Foundation 

and Rule of Son tee, is to to ding it in 

our Ideas and Tho oughes trom the 188 

as the Foundation of, irtye, yet it is got to pardie 

it i 1 out Practice, from any Regard at all to the 
Will of God, as a Riile of Vittue, 


Notwithſtanding, therefore, what his been of- 
fer'd againſt this Falke, . not ſee but that 
it ſtill contains a 1 reat Truth : viz. That the ab- 
ſtract Nature of ighteouſneſs, or moral Virtue, 
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Ti Ne TOR 21 1.4497 
„ The, Rematker pe 


king of the Opinion he of 
poles, ſays, f is not of God to break Men's"; 
tention to bis Wi 5 by W. Kerr, 2 Reaſon of Th 
ſeparately - to the Knocoledgy of 
bim. But y. ** is not 10 break "Men's Atten- 
tion to his Will, to tell them ir ought always to be 
regarded oy ther, as the all. p 2 Rule of moral 
itue, and of Men's moral Coun. And to ſhew 
them the very _ N it ought, becauſe it is al- 
ways and immu to right Reaſon and 
Virtue. Is it to . 0h the Reaſon of Things 
ſeparately from his Will, © to tell Men they ought 


— be fears, but only diftinguiſbed ? This 


way of charg narging one's Antag avi” 1 am ſure, it 
þ of God this way of Ad Fe, tho? 
it be what this Writer chuſes to fall in with, is, never- 


theleſs, dangerous yz and — buriful than ſervice- 


eats Cauſe of Linus. 
in this Remark there is one ylarly unkind 


—— t Charge » 1 muſt defit bim to reconfider 


a \ Pulckotie core char Hay & * lui demande ce 
lle en juge, Je ſuis perſuade qu elle repondra, cette action «, 
z te, j Js A Fa, 572 — beaucoup moins 2 

— qui eft fermembnf perſuade qu elle peut eviter Cen ſer, & 
meriter le Paradis en donnant I Aumone, mats que Flavie qui ne 
croit point de divini:e /e ſoit privee des piaſiri du gout afin de 
ſauver la vie a pluſienrs panvres, c'eſt un heroiſme incomparable, 
Fe lui envie ceits perfection. C'eſt la Monſieur une choſe que je 
trouve tres vraiſamblable, Il me paroit ſur ordqinairement ; 4 ty 
Ps e les mondaios aiment mieux ne rien retrancher du 

leur table que de le faire ſervir a ſauyer la vie a — — 
familles; mais je ne puis gueres comprendre que s ils veulent 
recueillir pour examiner la conduite de Flavie, ils ne la trou- 
vent tres copforme a la raiſon & aux deyoirs de I'humanite, 
route conſideration. de I'cnfer & du Paradis miſe a part. Oewures 
dlverſes, Tom. III. , 407, 

x New. 158 28. Re 


* Things, 
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Thing e be r to perſiſt in this Determina- 
ka Pane yh be a Caſe exacil paraflel 
— preach Chriſt, or not to preach up the Diſtin: 
Aion between the Reaſon of Things, and the Will 
God, in that manner that be bath placed them. 
| lirtle lower, Mr, M's Afſertion is this, That we 
_ might as well forbear to preach Chriſtianity, as 10 
for of wp the Re 9 Thing 
Will of G 7500 the 
upon which e i me i fo began Bro 
manifeſtly gives the Advantage to 15 Writers againſt 
Chriftianity. It had been offer'd as a Diſkaſive 
from Mens —_— the Reaſon of Things 
_ the Will _ OM it had _ ſerved 
urpoſes of Vice, thened Men's Corrup- 
tion, than 4145. % Reforma eformation, I under- 
ſtood this to be ſpoken of as'a'Fat, and fo 'tis 
own'd. I replied, That this was no Fault of the 
Principle it ſelf, did not neceſſarily flow from. it, 
bur was an abuſe of it; and therefore was un fit 
to de mentioned as any Proof of the Falſhood of 
this Principle. For if this Abuſe were allowed 
to prove the Principle falſe, or would juſtiſy the 
laying it aſide, the ſame Abuſe having been r 
Chriſtianity, would be an Argoment of the 
ſame Force, to prove the Falſhood of that, and ju- 
ſtify the la ying of that aſide alſo. But that, as 
this Abuſe in the latter Caſe was not, nor could 
be in any Caſe a juſt Reaſon to condemn any Prin- 
ciple, 4 40 the Diſuſe or Diſowning of it, 
this Writer's Obſeryation, though allowed to be 
true, was nothing to the Purpoſe ; not provin 
any thing to the t or Diſparagement 
the Principle it was brought againſt, more than 
it would to the Detriment 8 Dif paragement of 
S it ſelf. In this Re g. and; io this onl ly. 
did I fay the Caſe Was Para 10 [ſay and U 


4 


88 


of 
. | 


this 'Writer's firſt Remark, which is 
many in) Aion Inſinuations and, Reflexians, 


I it was not for own and neceſſary | 
Vindication, 1 dee hve 72 them by, ih- 


out or ng os = aig E. 5 whereas 


8 to deſcribe the n 
Views, with which the Sermon was 
aſſure the Reader it is all Fiction, 
could 1 think it 


cam 
F 
e, I could 


he 
emarks, pte- 
= 


Re-confulered and defended. 55 
Kim a Relation of that Fact, which ſhould be in 
every Circumſtance the Reverſe of what this 
Writer bas publiſhed to the World, 2 
— —— the 5 Truth. re · 
ents me as ® 4 of Notions together, not 
1 — 8 » but fixed in my Mind, 


then for 4 Text 
7 greg and then the 
—— mold them agreeably thereto, 
—— that gives this Man a 
t could be his Inducement to in- 
i manner, upon the private Stu- 


== to dive into the retired T Mea 
erſons, and publiſh and proclaim t 
Methods of Thinking, and Motives of AQion, 
as if he knew their Hearts. Did the Merits of 
the Cauſe lead to, or require this? Did Chari 
guide his Pen bere? Or can there be an 

ble Reaſon given to ſuch a Conduct as thi 
leave it to the Reader to decide what 
Charity there is, in what he hath ſaid on this 
bur I afſure him, that there is not the leaſt 
1 Truth in it. 


I find it is pretended, that thete is a 
Difference between what might be inſiſted. on as 4 
Foundation of Morality in the Schools, might, for 
the Proof and Joes of Reaſon, be debated in 
\ſcientifical Way, and what is the Foundation of 
4eouſneſs, which Revelation propoſeth to ev 
165-44 refers every Thing to the Will of 7 25 And 
again: ' However, à philoſophical or moral E 

may reprofent the Fundation of Maral Virtwe, 2 


A YI . 

* "bas Page 33, 36 | 
"50 * | | 4 
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& Preacher Y the Word or Will | Fr and of the 
Qojpel F Chriſt, io explain the Seriprure Notion" of 
Righteouſneſs, und the Fouhdation of it there, 
other way bun this above-mentioned, ſeems d "me 
quite out of Place Cburacter. But I own I wh 
| ut 2 loſs to know upon what Reaſon this Obſer- 
vatioh is founded. For either that which may be 
Infiſted on in the Schools, and repreſented in mo- 
ral 1 Eſſays, as the Foundation 
of Virroe, is the true Foundation of Virtue, of 
it is not. Tf it be the true ene, I enn ſee nb 
Reaſon Why it may not be repreſented as ſuch in 
the Churches, and by the Preachers of the Word 
and Will of God, in their Sermons and Diſeour ſes 
thc People. And if it de not, there id, 
think, as little Reaſon why it ſhould be inſiſted 
on in the Schools, and be repreſented and pub- 
ſhed to the World, as fuch, in moral and phi- 
oſophical Effays. That which is the true Foun- 
dation of Moral Virtue, ought not to be baniſhed 
out of the Churches, unleſs we muſt feed their 
ce, in order to nouriſh their Devotion 
and that which is not the true one, ought not 
be inſiſted on in the Schools, or any where elſe, 
as ſuch, or publiſhed to the Woild in any Eſſays 
Whatever. But as there is dne, und 5% one 
True Foundation of Moral Virtue, it & "that, und 
that alone, which merits our as ſuch, both 
in the Schools and Churches, to the Exeluſſon of 
every other which is pretended to be ſuch. If this 
Writer can diſprove that to be the Foundation of 
moral Virtue, which 1 have ted as ſuch, 
and can by Reaſon and A t fairy over 
throw the Principles, upon which my Reaſoni 
is built, he will then more than aſſert, he will 
then prove it unworthy the Attention of the faithful 
Followers of Jeſus Chriſt, But in the mean time, 
1 2 to 


- 
* 


— 
D 


ian 
Ii Reaſon 
in my Judgment, 
— 2 
Man of true 
ing of any An- 


he loveth Righteoulnels 3 and io | 
ion, Which bindeth and enforcath what is 
right. I was apprehenſive, on the con- 
and ſtill cannot thinking, that the 
peaks of theſe three Things z firſt, 
iy and in its own 
moral Evil, and a: ſuch the 
divine Underſtanding and 
Will, P Choice. Secondly, 
infinite and immutable Rectitude of the 
Will, as freely chuſing it for the Rule of his own 
Actions. "Thirdly, that of 
glorious Author and firſt of 
not be i of that Righteouſneſs 
which is actually to be found amongſt Men, he 
will aeceflartly approve, and | 
1t, accordiog to the different 
iſe it. The Remarker ſpeaks not a 


they 
Word of the fir of thoſe three, . ang therefore 
| H 2 would. 


60 The Finindation of Moral Virtus 
would inſinuate, I ſuppoſe, ' that the Text does 
not; tho? this is the 2 material Point in which 
our Accounts of it differ. Does not the Text 
lainly ſpeak of the Ohj-# of the divine Choice, 
Win, and Delight, as well as of the Choice, Will, 
and Delight it ſelf? Does it ſay only, that the 
Lord cbooſeib, willeth, and deli „and not tell 
us in what? Does it only ſay he loveth, and does 
it not ſay that he loveth Righteouſneſs? This is 
what this Writer, when he would ſeem to give 
a _— Aecount of the Text, makes no men- 
tion of, but ranks the part of the Text, lovetb 
"Righteouſneſs, under the fingle Head of the Choice, 
"Fill, and Delight of God; whereas it evidently 
includes the Choice of God, and the Object choſen. 


- And I, accordingly, gave the Senſe of. the 
Words in the following Paraphraſe. Since 
God ſuffers the Righteous to endure ſuch hard 
« and ſevere —— = mits the Wicked, 
« who perſecute and inſult them, to enjoy a quiet 
« and Cndiſturbed Proſperity, I make no doubt 
% but he will fully recom and make -all 
Things up to the Virtuous and Upright; and 
„ upon the Wicked rain Snares, Fire and Brim- 
* ſtone, and an horrible Tempeſt. This muſt 
« be the Portion of their Cup, ſince it is na- 
% turally fit that Men of ſuch different Cha- 
4 racters ſhould be differently dealt with. And 
as it is the Province of God, who is a righteous 
Being, to ſeparate and ſort Men, and allot 
to every one their reſpective Portions, it can- 
not be © doubted, but that Righteouſneſs and 
«6 Wickednefs will be the ſole Rufe and Meaſure 
* of his Proceeding z and that he will deal with 
„them, as they ate found differently to have 
« delerved on this Score.” Notwithſtanding the 


heary 


id, with an Aſſurance that is really 
I would willing i 
and | wiſh the 
a more modeſt and unexcepti 
But I can't ſay, that I thi 
gant and aſſuming, to ſay this is David's Senſe, 
or tbus David ſpeaks, than it is to lay, * The Place 


ſhall never be able to prove, | | 
that there is any ſuch Foundation referr'd to by 
inſpired Penman. Was this the Decency and 
Modeſty, with which it became this Writer to 


25. That be far from thee, to do afier 


to ſlay the Righteous with the Wicked ; and 
Righteous ſhould be as the Wicked, that be 


4 u of eohich God hay made w 
1 and Juſtice, | us cap 
1 0 ce Ideas, And it is — I__ 
| e was aware, Mr. M. expreſly owns our Ideas of 
ty and Juſſ ice, is be from the Will of God 0 
1 capable of them.” But, with his leave, 1 will t 
the Reade? what I aſſerted, becauſe I do not much 
Iike his paraphraſing my Words; vis. that God 
has made us capable of forming dear Ideas of common 
Equity and Juſtice, This is my Aﬀertion 3 and 
it appears to me ſo true and certain, that I am 
at a loſs to know with what View he repreſents me 
as aſſerting it unawares, unleſs he imagines me to 
aſſert in them, that the Nature of common Juſtice 
and Equity, is from the Will of God: And if this 
de his meaning, the Reader will judge whether 
he had any reaſon for making this Remark, or 
nor. | | | 8 


The Remarker, in the Expoſition he gives of 
theſe Words, ſays, that © the firff Streſs of Abra- 
ham's Argument lies upon the Pronoun Thee; it be 
far Thee, ſucb a Being as thou art, and endued 
with ſuch” Perfettion, particularly fach boundleſs 
Merty and Goodneſs as thou art, to fiay the Righteous 
with the Wicked; And _— that be far from 

er 


thee, the great Patron and of Righteouſneſs, 
that the Righteous ſhouid be as the icked, in their 
f germ, pig. 55, 4 17 * 
6 1 FRAY 5 d 


final 


Re. canſdened and defended.” 64 
Puniſhment and Def. The Reader wil 


5 whether this is not to make, | and invent 
Scriprwe, rather than to comment andexplain/ity 


for — — mention does the Text nne of 
er Gdvodnefs or what te ſerenoe is there an 
thereto? | What, che leaſt ground is 
there; to talk of the Riga bing @ 8 # ich, 
in their final Punifoment and Deftr nition? 
not the toous be Sharers with che Wicked 
— . 

he 'D 
or ow Ayn that EIN 
Plea 
not "from — a Alert | 

with God that it was the Office ꝙ 18 Fu 
10 d rights, and that to the He of 
Nig htebus with the Wicked, would be to act 
0 i. - And therefore ing that there 
were fifty righteous Perſons . in che Hlace, he 
pleads that it may, and preſumes that it will, 
prevene the Ruin , or ut leaſt choir Ruin. 


Abraham, conſidering the Deſtruction threatned 
to thoſe wicked Cities, and being moved wich 
Compaſſion and Concern for their Saſety, argues 
thus with God in their Behalf: As it is ſcarce 
4 to he thought, that amidſt ſo great a Number 
« of wicked Men, there ſhould not be found at 
% Jeaft ſome few who retain the Senſe, and live 
in rhe Practice of Righteouſneſs and Virtues 
« and-as it is in it ſelf —— won that the 
« ſame ſhould be the Treatment of the numer 

«« wicked, and the righteous few whioh-are f 
among them; ſo I cannot but judge it, on «this 
« account, impoſſible, becauſe it is vnreafonsble 
„that thou ſhouldſt bring upon theſe righteous 
**.:Perſons the ſame common Ruin with t =_ 

«6 [4 


/ 


— c — —-— — — 


———— —-— — _ —C 
- 


* 


— 1 - 
a. Ds — — — 
CY 


64 The Foundation of Motal Virtue 
It being the Office of a ri Judge to ad\ 
2 miniſter Judgment — — — er e po 
e it 
Ignorance ſhould blind, any Power 
6 228 Dae and bribe thee, 
willingly to act contrary i I 
4 « fro frm ele that as thou art the Sov 
reme Judge over the whole Earth, 
K „ns in all other Caſes, ſuſtain 
« the Character of a teous and 3j ot. ns.” 
Abraham, I think, evidently lays the Foundation 
of his in he fete — 7 E00 Juſtice 
and whereas, i Juſtice ty was 
2 ſupreme Power pleaſed to make it, 
his Argumen ment would be abſurd, and his interpoſing 
| or will this In appear liable 
to the odious Imputation of and Pecy- 
karities z the Reader may ſee ſome ann 
for it in the Margin. 
: ITT ut facias. eee bene Kr 


a pen ici, Alienum eft, inquit, ab oth+ 
rt NN 5 eſt omnem judicare ter- 


b — a 


audias apud 4 750 Falabl, un hoe. * 

Videt Abraham impoſſibile eſſe, quin Deus juſtorum les 
habeat. N David: Ne perdas, Deus, , agimam 
meam cum impio, Pf xxvi. 9. hoc enim tyrannorum eff, il 
ut expleant iram ſuam, incendunt domos, pagos. oppida ;. n 


' Glicirj juſti, an injuſti pereant? A quo more Deum longilſime 


abeſſe, novit Abraham; ideo rogat eum, propter 
qui farts te Sodomorum an I 
ſuam continere. ns 
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Vader dis Remark we have the 1 


Words: * I an five, ſays he, wt ns 
Patriarch is not at all obliged to Mr. for Macing 
= 


bis Sentiments and —— in ſuch a 
here he ſeems to me to depart a little 

Air of Gravity and „ which he, on 
all other Occaſions, ſo much affes z and I don't 
know why che Remarker ſhould chuſe thus to 
expreſs himſelf, unleſs it was to inſinuate how 
much he ht he was obliged to him for pla- 
cing them in ſuch a quite different one. He adds, 


little did Abraham ever think of a Righteouſneſs in · 
on for gh of God, whoſe 


aith was ime 


cf Bur there is a ve 
. ſrepreſentation · of — 
Diſpute, contained in theſe Wa a Miſtake 


that every one, but a er in the Controverſy, 
will diſcern, For by Rigbteouſneſs here, m 
I think, be meant aFual Kigbteouſneſs prafiiſed by 
Men, or what m — juſtly be expected and exalted 
them : It was for ſuch Ri — that Abra- 
s Faith was imputed to him. But this is not 
the Senſe of Righteouſneſs in this Enquiry : The 
preſent Queſtion is concerning the abſtract Nagure 
of Righteouſneſs, and the Ground or Foundation 
of that; and not ing the Righteouſneſs 
which is praiſed by Men, and the "Reaſons or 
Grounds on which they do ſo. The Righteouſneſs 
which is practiſed by Men, is in owing to the 
rent Reaſonableneſs of Virtue and right 
ion, . View ba 
— Miſery, which the Will of God has ſet before 
them. Theſe are the Grounds and Reaſons 
which Men freely chooſe to practiſe Righteouſhela 
| Rem. pag. 54. 
bs 1 end 


dependent 
Puted to bim 


material 


* | 
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and Virtue, But theſe are diſtinct Things fron 
that which is the Ground or Reaſon * 
Virtue, in the abſtract Nature of it, is what it is. 
When this Writer therefore ſays, litile did Abra- 
ham think of a Righteouſneſs independent on the Will 
e God, whoſe Faith was imputed to him for Righte- 
otuſneſ5;, if he means a Righteouſneſs ac’ prait- 
fed 2 Men, I entirely agree with bim, having 
never aſſerted or thought the contrary ; But on 
this Suppoſition the Obſervation is entirely foreign 
to the Argument ; no Chriſtian does think, no 
Chriſtian can think, of fuch a Righteouſneſs in- 
| on the Will of God. But if he means, 
lietle did Alrabam think that the Aha Nature of 
Righteouſneſs was eternal, neceſſary, and unal- 
terable, independent on the Will of God, in that 
I differ from him. And on this Suppoſition, hig 
Obſervation has neither Truib nor Senſe in it. 


But thus raſbly and i ſly was I accuſed; 
in the very Title-Page of his Book, of inſiſting 
on a Foundation of Righteouſneſs among Men, 
independent on, and previous to, the Will. of 
G It is this random Application of Words, 


according to the Sound, without carefully conſi- 


dering the Senſe of them, and the Miſrepreſen- 
tations of the Principles af Knowledge, which 
ariſes out of it, that furniſhes ſuch matter of 
Boaſting and Triumph to Infidels and Unbelie- 
vers, and that prejudices the Minds of weak 
Chriſtians againſt che Truth, and prevents the 
Spread of it: Such Darknings and Diſguiſes eſpe- 
cially, when coming from Men of large Acquain- 
_ tanee and Efteem, often doing more Harm to ity 
Cauſe and Intereſt, than the cleareſt Progfs and 


Demonſtrations can do in its Favour, So 
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68 The' Fiiwidation of Moral Virtue = 
al, when he ſpeaks only of a moral Impoſlibilicy, 
— Writer does not aſſert, the? Ge = 
ving made a Promiſe and Oath, is under a natural 
or phyſical Neceſſity to make them ; 
8888 the — of 15 oct : and ny. 
a natural or mpoſſibility 
| chic he ſhould fail of ing ſo. But he plainly 
aſſerts, that a Promiſe Oath being made, to 
| be true to them, is of immutable Goodneſs, and 
eternal Obligation; and that therefore it is n- 
rally impoſſible, that God ſhould make a Promiſe 
Oath, and not inviolably obſerve 
I ſhall ſubmit the following Paraphraſe of the 
Words to the Judgment of the Reader. 


to be thus neceſſary, n 
 Whatſvever Neveſſity he exiſts by, by the ſame is he, wiſe, goo! 


and ; and, conſequently, it is as abſurd to fa 
rr 


Moral 


— — 


Dieu eſt juſte par ſa nature, il ne 
* 
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 Re-confuered and defended. 69 
_ ©© the Land of Canaan, for a temporal Inheri 
«and to his ſpiritual Seed the more valua 
Inheritance of eternal Life, being willing 
« give all poſſible Evidence that he would 
« alter the Reſolution he had made, did, after 
« Promiſe of it, the more fully to convince th 
« of the Certainty of the Thing, farther confir 
« it by the means of an Oath, ' 


cies by chalk png, Tale r 28 iſe, and 
* orming of which is 1 
« able Goolack, and eternal Obligation, (tor 
„ which Reaſon it is impoſſible, morally ſpeaking, 
<« that God ſhould violate,or fail to obſerve them 3) 
« we, who have fled from the Guilt and Miſery 
« of a ſinful Life, and have betook our ſelves, 
<< as to a Place of Refuge, to the Hope of hea- 
« yenly and eternal Happineſs, contained in the 
« Promiſe, and confirmed by the Oath of Al- 


: 


3 F 


to whom the Promiſe was | 
Performance of it, I ſaid, in the Sermon, that 


88 


ariſeib not. from" the Will of God done ( meaning 
meer Will and ſole Pleaſiire )" but is a nach = 
Ls AM e e 

FEET 


N n is this 
fubſequent, or collateral? Will he ſay, chat the 
main and principal Security arifes from mer Will 
and arbitrary Pleaſure alone ? If he does, be is 
to ſhew what i the Security vhict char affords. 
Or it he fays, that the main and principal Secu- 
rity ariſes from the 2461 the divine Nature, 
it has been ſufficiently conſider d above. The 
eternal "IO or — of the Aion, 
and the unallerable Reftitude of the Divine Will, 
taken together, is with me, J own, not a fubſe- 
quent or collateral Security, but the main and prin- 


2 nay, . gina and 3. — which 

we have, or po * have, a keeping 

his Promiſe and ad SIR 

There is one more Text of ure, I I Galt 

hire into the Senſe of, N what this 
hg lays great Streſs, and indeed, builds bis 

Hypotheſis upon. 80 tay a8 I. can can g. 

1 7, 
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Re-confidered and defended. 71 
is Meaning, he the moral Perſectiong 
Cod to be ſo many 1 or Attributes, 
A - in his Eſſence or Subſtance, 
neceſſarily flowing from it, in the ſame man- 
as his natural Attributes of Power, Know- 
and Eternity. That theſe moral Attri- 
butes are the Counſellors of his Will, which al- 
ways acts conformable to the Coun/e! that they 
ive. For thus he expreſſes himſelf; Since from 
this Account of God it fallow, that be can do 
J . A Will ower, ſeparate from bis 
erfeions, or inconſiſtent with any one * 
it 4s therefore carefully to be obſerved, and 
be kept to, that be wor tab all Things accor 
mer dn RY This ſhould cut off all 25 
fince bis Will T 
infinitely perfets the 
W 
Thus again: 
right, gte all marel Obligation 
of God, in I this Pee of Get thas 
form his Counſel, And thus he ſpeaks t — 
his Remarks, of God's infinite moral Perſe 
giving Counſels to his Will, and his Will's re. re- 
ceiving and acting them. And all this he 


ſeems to build u ſe Words of the Apoſtle, 
Epb, i, 11. In ns Kone oblained an In- 
| berilance, being predeſiinated according io the Pur- 


Poſe of him, who worketh all Things after the 
Counts of his own Will 


As this is a Phraſe no where to be met with-in 
the New Teſtament, but in this Place, the Senſe 
of it is to be determined by the Context, and 
os of the Apoſtles Reaſoning. And when 


he ſeems, as Catvin judiciouſly expounds 


we kak into that we-fivd that there is not the 
leaſt Shadow of a Reaſon to fix the Senſe of them 
as this Writer has done. "The Counſel of his Wil 
not Gignifying 'Counſel, Advice, or — 4 
by his moral Attributes to his Will but the Par- 
fro Reſolution, or Decree, formed freely by by; and. 


oceeding originally from his Will. 
ſpeaking of the rich and free Grace of God, in 
calling the Gentiles to a Participation of the Go-' 
I and entirely aſcribes it to his awn free and 
juntary Purpoſe, and when he deſcribes God as 
working all Things by the eee 
m, to 
exclude: all Merit or Deſert in the Gentiles as in- 
qucing him thereto ;; or as Mr. Locke explains this 
Phraſe, God is deſcribed herein, as one who will 
& what be purpoſes, without asking the Counſel or 
Conſent of the Jets, or whether they conſent 10 it or 
2 The Word here rendered Counſel, when * 
1 to God in the New Teftament, never 
es any thing but the Decree, Purpoſe, Re 
— or Pleafure of his Will. And accordingly i it 
js rendered in this Place by Caſtellio and Vorſtius ex 
voltntatis fue arbilraiu; by Eraſmus, Malanttbon, 


and others, ſecundum: decretum voluntatis ſue ; and 


Mr. Locke has paraphraſed the Words thus; « In 
„ whom we became his Poſſeſſion, and the Lot 
« of his Inheritance, — re· determined there- 
«unto, according to the Purpoſe of him who 
„ never fails to 2 is 1 what he has pur- 


e poſed within. bimſelf,” bare mer with no 


chriſtian Writer who has ever given this Senſe of 
the Counſel! of God's Will, which is here fo' confi- 
= taken for granted, and has ſo great @ Streb 

= it. And I am in ſome doubt, whether. 
Prev or N will ind any good — 7 
u 


the farily i 

divine Will to Qtion 25. 

or People ta 

Cannot be an 

vour in might have withheld or 
beſtowed | which yer the Scripture | 
ever aſcr is made y this 


4 nece and not freely in this Gife, 
the and of his Will, 
the united "Connſels of all his Attr 
22 1 conforms to. It is 

, t be Remarkef ſhall never be 
of this Conſequence, But be- 
ill * ſome ſmall Difficulty in doing 
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| this done what i thought neceſſary to 
clear this Argument, and vindicare what I had 
preached and wrote. 
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